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इस भाग में भिन्म पृष्ठ संख्या जाती है जिससे कि यह मलग संकलन के रूप में 

रबाबा सके 
Separate Paglag is glvon to this part in order that it may be filed as a 
separate compilation 

- - -- --.. . -...- .. - =--- - --.. . .. - 
भाग 1 - बण्ड 3 - - उप - खण्ड (iii ) 

PART II - Section 3- ~- Sub- section ( ii ) 
( संघ राज्य कर प्रशासमों को शेरकर ) कनीय अधिकारियों द्वारा जारी किए गए आवेश और 3REE 
Orders and Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories) 


भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 

Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition No . 4 

of 1985 . 
नई दिल्ली , 1 मई 1986 

INo . 82| UP HP 4/ 85 ] 
प्रा . म . 9 : - भोक प्रतिनिधित्व मधिनियम , 1951 ( 1931 का 43 ) 

By order, 
की धारा 106 के अनुसरण में ,निर्वाचन प्रायोग 1985 फी निर्वाचन अर्जी 
सं . 4 में उतर प्रदेश उच्च न्यायालय इलाहाबाद के तारो 21- 12- 1985 

S . C . JAIN, Secy . 
के प्रादेग को पनामा प्रकाशित है । 

[म . 82/3 . प्र./ लो .स ./ 4/ 85:] 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
आदेण रो , 

ALLAHABAD 
एम . सी . जैन, सचिव 

CIVIL SIDE 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

Allahabad , the 21st December, 1985 
___ New Delhi , the 1st May , 1986 

PRESENT : 
The Hon ble R . A. Misra 

.. .Judge 
O. N. 98. — In pursuance of Section 106 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) , 

ELECTION PETITION NO . 4 OF 1984 
the Election Commission hereby publislies the Order 

Order on the Application of Sri Narain 
dated 21st December, 1985 of the High Court of 

. .. Petitioner 
218 GI /85 - 1 

( 153 ) 
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IN RE 
Sri Raj Narain Versus Sri Charan Singh . 

BY THE COURT 
For orders see the judgment delivered in the 
Civil Misc. Application No. of 1985 in Election 

Petition No. 4 of 1984 Shri Rai Narain Vs. 
Sri Charan Singh 
Dated : 21 - 12 -1985 . 

Sd - 

R . A . MISRA 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 

ALLAHABAD 

CIVIL SIDE 
ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 


BY THE COURT 
Sri Raj Narain has filed an Election petition 
challenging the election of the respondent Chaudhary 
Cliaran Singh in the 8th Lok Sabha Election from 
81 Baghpat Lok Sabha Constituency in the district 
of Meerut in the State of Uttar Pradesh . He has 
claimed the election of the respondent void on the 
grounds mentioned in section 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) and Section 
100 ( 1 ) ( d ) ( ii ) ( iii) and ( iv ) of the Representation of 
People Act , hereinafter referred to as the Act. 
Rcspondent No. 1 Chaudhary Charan Singh has put 
in appcarance and 110s moved this application for 
dismissing the Election Petition under Section 86 ( 1 ) 
of the Act on ground that the Copy of the Election 
Petition which has been served upon him along 
with the notice of the Election Petition is not a 
true copy as it ought to have been in vicw of the 
mandatory requirement under Section 81 (3 ) of the 
Act. The petitioner has contested this application on 
the ground that the error is a Clerical crror and 
contains a mere statement of law and does not 
contain statement of any fact, so , the error could 
not in any way prejudice the defence of the respon 
dent. 

Admittedly para 8 of the Copy of the Petition 
served upon the respondent is not an absolute exact 
Copy of para 8 of the petition which has been filed 
in the Court. I would therefore , like extract both 
for better appreciation of the significance of the error : 
PARA 8 OF THE COPY OF THE PETITION 

SERVED UPON THE RESPONDENT 
That the petitioner Claims that the election of 
respondent is void on the grounds mentioned in 
Section 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) and Section 100 ( a )(b ) ( ii ) 
(iii) and ( v ) of the Representation of People Act , 
hereinafter referred to as the Act . 


Allahabad , the 21st December, 1935 
PRESENT : 
The Hon ble R . A . Misra 

.. . Judge 
ELECTION PETITION NO . 4 OF 1985 


Order on the Application of Sri Raj Narain 

. .Petitioner 
IN RE 
Sii Raj Narain Versus Sri Charan Singh . 
PARA 8 OF THE PETITION FILED IN COURT 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


That the petitioner Claims that the election of 
respondent is void on the ground mentioned in 
Section 100 / 1 ) ( b ) and Section 100 ( 1 ) ( d )( ii ) 
( ili ) and ( iv ) of the Representation of People Act, 
hereinafter referred to as the Act . 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 

Election Petition calling in question any election 
may be presented on one or more of the grounds 
specified in sub -section ( 1 ) of Section 100 and 
Section 101 of the Act. Section 100 provides grounds 
for declaring an election to be void and Section 101 
lays down grounds for which a candidate other than 
the returned candidate may be declared to have 
been elected . The prayer in the instant petition is 
for declaring the election of the respondent void 
without any prayer for declaring any other candidate 
to have been elected . Section 101 of the Act is 
therefore not attracted in this petition . Section 100 ( 1 ) 
of the Act consists of four clauses to wit ( a ) , ( b ) 
( c ) and ( d ) and each Clause enumerates the grounds 
on which the election of a returned candidate is to 
be declared void . 

In paras 1 to 7 of the petition it has been alleged 
that the petitioner and respondent along with 17 
others persons contested the election of the 8th Lok 
Sabha from 81 Baghpat Lok Sabha Constituency and 
that the respondent has been declared elected on 
29th December, 1984 . In para 8 of the petition the 
petitioner has asserted that he claims the election 


for house any prayected. Section 


In the city (in other grothe 
respon 
the 


of the respondent to be void on the grounds men 
tioned in Section 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) and Section 100 ( 1 ) ( d ) 
( ii ) ( iii ) and ( iv ) of the Act and has thereafter in 
subsequent paras claborated these grounds by alleging 
the facts on which he relies to establish these 
grounds. Ground 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) of the Act finds place 
in the petition filed in Court as well as in the Copy 
Served upon the respondent in paca 8 , and there in 
no error regarding this ground in the Copy Scrved 
hipon the respondent. 

In the Election Petition filed in the Court Section 
100 ( 1 ) ( h ) ( ii ) ( iii) and ( iv ) of the Act is mentioned 
in para 8 as the other ground on which the petitioner 
claims the election of the respondent to he void 
hut in the Copy Served upon the respondent. 
Section 100 ( a ) ( b ) ( ii) and (iv ) is mentioned as the 
order ground on which the petitioner claims the 
election of the respondent tu he void , The Crucial 
question which now arises for determination is 
whether the requirement of Section 81 ( 3 ) of the 
Act has been substantially complied with inspite of 
the aforesaid error in para 8 of the Copy Served 
upon the respondent. 


-- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


the clection in the 


Copy Section indoid on the 


d as willsuakes 
. ies of 


be 


the cell likely misleaders of vital to imamo tliet 


Ohey shedadent. Thesese prejudice ordinary which are 
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In the Election Petition in para & the Petitioner grounds on which the petitioner claims the election 
clains the election of the respondent to be void on of the 105pondent to be void 
the ground mentioned in Section 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) ( ii) ( 111 ) 

A rcading oi paia S of the peutivu reveals that 
and ( iv ) of the Act but in the Copy Served upon 

die Puth LUT Cidinis that the election of respondent 
the respondent he claims the election of the respon 

is vold on to givunds mentioned Wo clauses 
dent to be void under Section 100 ( a ) ( b ) ( u ) (ui) 

ul Sectiun luu Sub - clause one of the Act , W wit ( 1 ) 
and (iv ) of the Act . Section 100 provides only 

Secilou TV )( ) allu ( ) Section 100 ( 1 ) ( d ) 
four grounds to wit ( a ) , ( b ) , ( c ) and ( d ) on which 

( 11 ) ( 111 ) Det ( iv ) of luc Acl. A reading ul tlie Copy 
a peinlioner can claim the election of a { espondent 

VL 110 petition Slive up on the reponuent on the 
to bc void . In the Election petition filed in the 

Omer bund SHOWS that the petitir vaims that the 
Court the petitioner has clauned the clection of the 

clcctvil ol lilcre - puident Is void 01 two gorunds 
respondent to be void on the ground mentioned 

mcutioned in Section 100 sub - clause one of the Act 
under Section 1 ( d ) ( i ) ( ii ) and ( 10 ) but in the 

to wit ( 1 ) Section 100 ( 1 ) ( b ) and ( 2 ) Section 100 
Copy Served upon the respondent there is no men 

(a )( b ) (ii ) (iii ) and (IV ) of ine Act, Sub -clause 
tior of Section 1 ( d ) . I would like to extract this 

( u ) has not becii mentioned in Copy and subclause ( a ) 
relevant portion of the Section which reads as 

has not been mentioned in the petition , with the 
below : 

result that ground , which has been pleaded in the 
" Section 100 ( 1 ) ( d ) : that the result of the Copy has not actually bzen taken in the petition and 

clcction , in so far as it concerns a returned a ground wliicla has been pleaded in the petition , has 
candidate , has been materially affected 

not becn taken in the Copy Served upon the res 
(i) by the improper acceptance of any 

pondent. These mistakes can weither be characterised 
nomination , or 

is clerical or typographical nor can they be 

ignored as inual or jusignucant. On the other 
(ü ) by any corrupt practice committed in 

tand these musiakęs qu ainount to important omis 
the interests of the returned candidate 

sions and disciepancies of vital nature which are 
(by an agent other than his election 

inost likely to mislead a man of ordinary prudence 
agent ) , or 

and are likely to Cause prejudice to the defence of 
( iii ) by the improper reception refusal on the respondent. These mistakes are so serious that 

rejection of any vote or the reception on they shed the very character of a true copy. As 
of any vote which is void , or 

observed in Mithlesh Kumar Pandey Vs. Vidva Nath 

Yadav and other ( A . I.R .) 1984 S . C . page 305) 
( iv ) by any non - compliance with the provi. 

Section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act is meant to protect and 
sions of the Constitution or of this Act 

safeguard the sacrosanct electoral process so as not 
or of any rules or orders made under 

to disturb the verdict of the Voters . There is no 
this Act , 

room for giving a liberal or broas intepretation of 
- - - - - - - - - - 

the provisions of the aforesaid section to ignore such 

mistakes. In the case of Mithlesh Kumar Pandey 
I am unable to agrce with the learned Counsel 

(Supra ) there were allegations of corrupt practices . 
for the petitioner that para 8 of the petition merely 

Schedule I to the Election petition contained the list 
contains a statement of law and does not contain 

of persons through whom the corrupt practices were 
statenient of any fact. On the other hand I find 

alleged to have been committed . In the copy of the 
inuch substance in the contention raised on behalf 

petition supplied to the returned candidate 
of the respondent that this para contains the grounds 

there 

were mistakes as regards the names of the persons 
on which the petitioner claims the respondent s 

in the aforesaid list , viz . complete omission of some 
clection to be void and it was for the sake of brevity 

names which were mentioned in the Election Petition 
that the grounds have not been written bựt have 

but not in the Copy, giving wrong names, and somo 
been alleged with reference to the Section of the 

names given in the petition appeared to be males 
Act which mention the grounds , c. ., instead of 

but in the Copy they appeared to be females . These 
saying that the petitioner Claims the respondent s 

mistakes in the Copy were held to be vital, seriously 
election to be void on the ground that on the day 

prejudicing the defence . In the instant Election 
of his clection the respondent was not qualified or 

pctition , the Copy supplies to the respondent omits 
was disqualified to be chosen to fill the scat under 

a ground which has been taken in thc Election 
the Constitution or under this Act. One may say 

petition and adds a grourd which las not been taken 
for the Sake of brevity that the petitioner Claims the 

in the Election petition . I am afraid there can be 
clection of the respondent to be void on the ground 

no better Case of non - compliance of the requirement 
inentioned in Section 100 ( 1 ) (a ) of the Act, So 

of Section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act than the present ono , 
para 8 contains the grounds on which the respondent s 
election is claimed to be void by the petitioner, and 

It has been argued by the learned counsel 
the grounds on which an election is claimed to be 

for 

the petitioner that though in para 8 of the Copy 
void are statement of facts . It is clear that para 8 

ground mentioned in Section 100 ( 1 ) (a of the Act 
of the petition gives grounds on which the election appears to have been pleaded yet a perusal of the 
of the respondent is challenged , and contains state whole petition shows that this ground has not been 
ments of fact and law both . Subscquent paragraphs substantiated in subsequent paras of the Copy, so 
of the petition elahorate these grounds and provide an a careful reading of the whole Copy, a man of 
material facts to establish these grounds, It, therefore , ordinary prudence can discover tho mistakes in the 
leaves no from foỊ doubt that para 8 of the petition Copy. The Court, therefore , should not taken notice 
is most vital part of the petition as it contains the of such mistakes. I am unable to agree with this 


- - - - - - - - 
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contention . It is not the duty of the respondent to 

The fut, 5 H€ , 1988 
Stuay me enure peution and correct the mistakes 
in we copy . It is the duty of the petition to 

1 .9 . 99.-- faftin affimatt , 1931 ( 1951 1 
make a suustantial compuance of the requircment of 
S ud 0112 ) 2010 ve tauleucy Caiciul Deduse uun 

43 ) 47 arct 106R TCUTĂ , fafit HT1985 Filmer 
CUMPalve wereo . eu aus O .Suussal of loe pallon 4 * 2 SETT # 4T 964 FT17T9 Kramata 8- 3- 80 
under Section 60 of tile Acc . 

के मावेश को एतद्वारा प्रकाशित करता है । 
It has been argued by learncd counsel for the 

*. 81 /3 , 1 . _ 1 . 7. / 1 /65 ] 
peul10ne inat lue mistakes have been discovered 

Grau , 
at the outset verore nung ut writen statement, $ 0 

एस . सा . जैन , सबिम 
no prejudice in derence pas actuauy been caused and 
we le - ponuent will not sucer any actual harm if 

New Deini, the 5th May, 1986 
ne peuon is permitted to survive inspite of the 
nusidae. so we peuulon should not be dismissed on 

O . N . 99 , — In pursuance of Section 106 of the 
account of the wislames in the copy. Thus concept 

Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 
Callnou de impor ant Mio Elecuou Law because Scc 

of 1951 ), the Election Commission hereby publishes 
101 ol ) OL vue Act is muuntory and non - compil 

the Order dated 6 - 3 - 1936 of the High Court of 
auce weieu1 resils 111 dismissal U 111 LICC41011 Fell 

Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition No. 2 
L101 and m view of the Ouser vallous Satya Narain VS. 

of 1985 . 
Vaud Nduard Ouers ( A . . R 1914 S . W . page 1185 ) 

By Order, 
herein no scope Iur uCC pulty such a cumeunon : 

S . C . JAIN , Secy. 
" I re right to challenge an election is a Special 
ilgai conicirea Luder a self - contained 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
special law and the court will pavo lo seek 

ALLAHABAD 
answer to the question raised within ihe 

CIVL SIDE 
rour corners of the Act and the powers of 
the Court are circuiascaped by iis provi 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
sions. An election peuttion cannot be 

Dated : Alahabad the 6th March , 1986 
equated with a plaint in a Civil suit ." 

BEFORE 
It has been argued by learned counsel for the 

Hon ble A . S. Srivastava , J. 
peutioner inat the mistake in : bc Copy is not at 

Election Petition No . 2 of 1985 
ali mala fide and there was 110 intention in the 
least on the part of the petitioner 10 mislead or 

Order on the application of Samar Singh 
cause any form to the respondent. I am inclined 

. . . . Petitioner, 
to agree that the facts bearing on the record do 

In Ref. 
indicato that the mistake is not inala fide and there Samar Singh 

. Petitioner . 
was no intention on the part of the petitioner to 
causo any harm or mislead the respondent by 

Vs . 
marking such mistakes in the Copy Served upon . 

Kedar Nath and others . . ....Respondents . 
But marea is not all a factor to be considered for 
determine the question of 

Counsel for the Petitioner : Petitioner in hereon . 

non - compliance of 
Sectiwal $ 1 ( 3 ) of the Act. The prosence of mensrea 

Counsel for the Respondents : Sr , S . S . Bhatnagar . 
would certainly make the matters worse for the 

BY THE COURT 
petitimur hut absence inertuſ will be of no help to 
him Special costs or even punitive costs niay be 

By means of this Election Petition filed under Sec 
awardid when the musia : cs is discovered tu be mala 

tion 81 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 
fide out as observed ahuse the absence of mensrea 

(hereinafter referred to as the Act) petitioner " Samar 
can neither come the defence nor can it save the 

Singh " son of " S . B . Sigoh ” has prayed that the 
petition from the statu 20V conscquence of non 

election of Kadar Nath alias K . N . Singh , respon 
compii2 . . e of the mandatory provisions. 

dent No, 1 as a Member of tho 8th Lok Sabha from 

79 -Hapur Parliamentary Constituency be declared 
In the result I find that the requirement of void and illegal. 
Section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act has not been substantially The polling in which respondent No. 1 was dec 
compl cd with . Thereture the petition is liable 10 lared elected was held on 24 - 12 - 1984 . The last 
be dusmussed under Seciun 36 ( 1 ) of the Act. 

date for presenting the nomination papers was 

27 - 11- 1984 . 30 - 11 - 1984 was a date for the scrutiny 
Th : ei liener is dismissed under Section 86 ( 1) of of the nomination papers as well as for withdrawal 
the Act non - compliance of the requirement of of nomination papers. Nineteen candidates had 
Sevi ? 41 ( 3 ) of the Act. Under the rievailing 

contested the election. They were the respondents 
circumstances the parties to bear their own costs of 

1 , 6 to 22 and the petitioner . The nomination 

paper which the petitioner had filed was however not 
this petitiori 

filed in the name of Samar Singh " son of " S . B . 
Dated December 21, 1985 . 

Singh " . It was filled in the name of " Samay Singh " 

son of " S . P . Singh " i.e . both the name and parent 
R . A . MISRA ,Judge age in which the nomination paper was filed did not 


(HT 


1 - 
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correspond with the petition s name and parentage . 
But it corresponded with a nam . printed in the 
electoral roll as " Samay Singh " . Since the electoral 
roll did not contain any name as " Samar Singlı ” the 
nomination paper which was filed by the potitioner 
was in the name of " Samay Singh " son of " S . P . Singh " 
This nomination paper was filed in the prescribed 
Form 2 - A prescribed under Rule 4 of tie Conduct of 
Election Rules 1961 ( hiereinafter referred to as Elec 
tion Rules). Before stating any further fact, it will 
be convenient to reproduce this prescribed Form as 
under ; 


Form 2- A 
(See Rule 4 ) 

Nomination paper 
Election in the House of the People , 

I nominate as a candidate for election to the House 
of the People form the .... Parliamentary constituency 


Candidate s name...... . . . .... Father s Husband s 
Name. . . 

His name is entered at S . No, in Part No. 
. .. . . . . . . .. . . . of the electoral roll for . .. .... .. 
2 . (* Assembly constituency comprised within ) . .. 

........ . . Parliamentary constituency . 
My name is . .... ...... . . and it is entered at S . No . 
. .. . .. .. . . . . ...In Part No .. . . ..... . . . . of the electoral 
rolls for . . . .. . .. 
2 (* Assembly constituency comprised within ) . .. .. 

............ Parliamentary 
constituency.... 
Date . , . . . . , 

(Siguature of proposer) 
I the above -mentioned candidate , assent to this 
nomination and hereby declare ... . . 

( a) That I have conipleted .... . .... . years of age; 
* (b ) that I am (set up ) at this election by the . . 

party ; 
(c) that the symbols I have chosen are in order 

of preference (1) .. . . . . . . 
(u ) . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . and (ii). 
(d ) that my name and my father s husband s 
name have been correctly spelt out above in 
. . . . . . . . . . . . 

(name of the language ) 
I ( further declare that I am a member of the. . . . 
* * caste tribe which is a schedule * * casteļtribe of 
the State of .. . . . .. . . . . ... . . . . . . . . .. .. .. in relation to 
. . .. . . . .. . . . ( area ) in that State . 
Date .... .. . . . . . . (Signature of candidate ). 


Thus the nomination paper which was filed by the 
petitioner was not only in the name of " Samay Singh " 
but that it also contained his certificate about the 
correctness of the spelling of his name as well as his 
father s name as mentioned in the nomination paper . 
As stated above , this nomination paper fully corres 
ponded with the electoral roll . Therefore , after 
scrutiny, it was accepted by the Returning Officer. 
In consequence thereof and after expiry of the period 
fixed in this regard , the name of “ Sainay Singh " was 
brought on the list of contesțing candidates prepared 
in accordance with Section 38 ( 1 ) read with Rule 10 
of the Rules . 

In the meantime i.e . On 30 - 11 - 1984 Samar Singh 
filed Civil Misc. Writ No. 16341 of 1984 in this 
Court for directing the Election Authorities to subs 
titute his name in the elecoral roll as well as in his 
nomination paper in place of " Samay Singh " which , 
according to him , is incorrect printing of his name. 
This petition was dismised in limine on the samo 
day by a Division Bench of this Court by the following 
order : 
“ We are afraid that we have no jurisdiction in 

the matter . The election process has 
begun . The matter has to be decided by 
the Returning Officer , who we are sure , 
will decide it on merits and in accordance 
with law . Thereafter if occasion arises , 
the petitioner may have a remedy by means 

of an clection petition " . 
On 30 - 11- 1984 the petitioner had moved the Re 
turning Officer also with a similar prayer in which 
he had also made a reference to the writ petition 
which he had filed in this Court on that date . It 
is alleged that the Returning Officer refused to en 
tertain his above application . It has also to bo 
bome in mind that 30 .- 11 - 1984 was date fixed for 
the scrutiny of nomination papers . The Returning 
Officer however , received the petitioner s application 
on 1 - 12 - 1984 . On this day i.e. on 1 - 12 - 1984 the peti 
lioner made one more application to the Returning 
Officer with almost a similar prayer . Both these 
applications were disposed of by the Returning 
Officer by a single order reproduced below :-- 

मैंने श्री समरसिंह एडवोकेट हाई कोर्ट इलाहामाव के प्रार्थमा -पन्न 1-12 
1984 का तथा नाम निर्देशन पत्रों की पक्षावली का अवलोकन किया । 

79 हापुः संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से श्री समरसिंह के नाम से नाम 
FIGUT TAM FC Ferry HTI T fatit 20 -11-84 

27- 11- 84H afa Å TRYGT ET FOUT TY 

front 27-11-84 on a 1- 13 as it hafa at T WATT 
नाम -निर्देशन पत्र सहायक रिटनिंग भाफिसर के समक्ष प्रस्तुत किया तथा 
समय सिंह द्वारा शपथ ली गई । जमानत अंकन , 500- 00 श्री समय 
सिंह के नाम से जमा किये गये । 

दिनांक 28- 11- 84 को मैंने नाम निर्देशन पत्रों की जांच की किसी 
भी उम्मीदवार या अन्य व्यक्ति ने इन नाम निर्देशन पर आपत्ति प्रस्तुत 
नही की , न ही माम वापसी के दिनांक 30-11-84 तक किसी भी अभ्यर्थी 
ने श्री समर्यासह के माम मी शुद्धि के सम्बन्ध में प्रार्थना पत्र दिया । 

अत: श्री समर सिंह का प्रार्थमा - पन्न निरस्त किया जाता है । 
The polling was held on 24 - 12- 1984. The ballot 
paper contained the name of " Samay Singh " . The 
name in which the nomination paper was filed was 
corresponding to the name printed in the clectoral 


Since this nomination paper was filed in the name 
of " Samay Singh " son of S . P . Singh , even the peti 
tioner had given the certificate (d ) in the above form 
as under : 
" that my name and my father s name have been 

correctly spelt out above . . .. .. . . .. 
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roll . That is , both in the electoral roll and in the 
nomination paper name Sunay Singh son of S . P . 
Singh was mentioned . The name Samar Singh son 
of S . B . Singh was neither mentioned in ile elect 
ral roll nor the nomination paper was filed in this 
Dame. Admittedly “ Samay Singh " son of S . P , Singh 
is not the name of the petiuuner . In that event 
pctitioner Samar Singh was neither an " elector" nor 
a " candidate " in the said election . 

According to the petitioner he is an elector as well 
as candidate in the said election because the name 
" Samay Singh " son of S . P . Singh in the electoral 
roll was a " misnomer resulting from mis - printing . 
The nomination paper was, therefore , filed in incorrect 
name. The name in the nomination paper was also , 
therefore " misnotner" . The potitioner having secu 
red only 617 votes at the poll on account of the 
ballot paper being printed in the name of " Samay 
Singh " could not be declared clected . 

Sri S . S . Bhatoagar, counsel for respondent No. 
1 , on the other hand , contended that the name print 
ed in the electoral roll was not a " inisnomer " nor 
was it so treated by the petitioner when the nomina 
· tion paper was filod on his behalf . The petitioner 
being Samar Singh " son of " S . B . Singh " has no 
right to file this election petition as he was neither 
an " clector" as defined in Section 2 ( i) ( C ) of thc Act 
nor was he a candidate in the election . He urged 
that Section 81 of the Act permits filing of an Election 
Petition only by (i) a candidate or by ( ii ) an elector . 
Admitedly , Samar Singh who has filed this petition 
was not mentioned in the electoral roll. He was there 
fore not an " clector" as defined in Section 2 (1)( e ) of 
the Act. He further argued that the person who had 
contested the election was " Samay Singh " and not 
" Samar Singh " . The nomination paper having been 
filed in Forin 2 - A ibid in the name of Şamay Singlı . 
" Samar Singh " cannot now claim to be a candidate 
in that election . According to him the name " Samay 
Singh " son of " S . P . Singh " mentioned in the electo 
ral roll cannot be said to be the result of incorrect 
printing. In fact the name printed in the electoral 
roll is a different canic and is not a " misnomer " . 

The word elector is , as stated above, defined in 
Section 2 ( 1)(e ) as under : 
" elector" in relation to a constituency means a 

person wiosc name is entered in the electo 
ral roll of that constituency for the time 
being in force and who is not subject to 
any of the disqualifications mentioned in 
Section 16 of the Representation of the 

People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950 )" . 
The words " a person whose name is entered in the 
electoral roll” leave no room for doubt that the name 
of a person who claims to be an " elector" of a con 
stituency must be entered in the electoral roll of that 
constituency , Admittedly the name " Samar Singh " 
was not entered in the electoral roll on the basis of 
which the election was held . The name Samay Singh 
son of S . P . Singh entered in the electoral roll is not 
the petitioner s name. Therefore, he is not an " elec 
tor " The nomination paper was also filed in the name 
of “ Samay Singh " son of S . P . Singhi and not in tho 
name of " Samar Singh " . Consequently it was Samay 
Singh who shall be treated a candidate at the elec 
tion . It was on this account that the petitioner, after 
the presentation of the nomination paper not in his 


name, applied to the Returning Officer to correct his 
namo both in the clectoral roll and in the nomination 
paper by substituting " Samar Singh son of S . B . 
Singh " in place of “ Samay Singh son of $ . P . Singh " . 
According to him the Returing Officer was under an 
obligation to do so because the proviso to Section 
33 (4 ) of the Act . Hic contends that his name being 
incorrectly printed in the electoral roll did not render 
his nomination paper invalid though filed in a wrong 
name corresponding to the name mentioned in the 
electoral roll . He contends that proviso to Section 
33 ( 4 ) of the Act placed a duty on the Returning 
Officer to correct the petitioner s nanie both in the 
electoral roll , as well as in the nomination paper 
when this fact was brought to his notice by the peti 
tioner by means of his application . 

It follows from the above contentions of both the 
sides that the petitioner Samar Siugh cannot be held 
to be an " clector" or a candidate under the Act un 
less it is hield that thc name in the electoral roll 
printed as “ Samay Singh son of S . P . Singh " and the 
name in which the nomination paper was filed by the 
petitioner was a misnonier of such a nature that it 
could be corrected by the Returning Officer under 
Section 33 ( 4 ) at the time of scrutiny. . 

The meaning of the word " misnomer" has been 
considered by this Court in Masood Vs . Bikram 
Singh (A .I. R . 1975 Allahabad 402 ) . a case cited by 
the petitioner, whercin it had been held that " mis 
nomer" really means giving an incorrect or wrong 
name to a person even in legal document. Therefore , 
what is to be presently considered is whether tho 
name " Samay Singh " " son of S . P . Singh ” mentioned 
in the electoral roll is really a wrong nanic printed 
therein describing no person other than the petitioner 
" Samar Singh son of S , B . Singh " . It is not disputed 
that till the last date for filing nomination paper, this 
was not the stand of the petitioner. Even the nomina 
tion paper was filed in the name printed in the elec 
toral roll ic , in the name of " Samay Singh son of 
S . P . Singh " , On presentation of this nomination 
paper , the Returning Officer had lo examine it for 
satisfying himself whether the name of the candidate 
and the name of his proposer as entered in the nomi 
nation paper were the " same" as those catered in the 
electoral roll . It is clear from Section 33 (4 ) itself 
which reads as under : 


" On the presentation of a nomination paper, the 

returning officer shall satisfy himself that 
the names and electoral roll numbers of the 
candidate and his proposer as entered in 
the nomination paper are the same as those 
entered in the electoral rolls " . 


candidate 
nation paporal rolls" 


It is evident from the abovc section that the ac 
ceptance or rejection of a nomination depends on 
satisfaction of the Returning Officer after 4 compari 
son of the names in the nomination paper and the 
electoral roll that the two names corresponded . It is 
also not disputed that nomination paper of the peti 
tioner was accepted by the Returning Officer aftor 
scrutinising his nomination paper as his namo as en 
tered in the nomination paper corresponded with the 
name entered in the electoral roll. 

However, it was after the presentation of the nomi 
nation paper that the petitioner, for the first time, 
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took the stand that the name printed in the electoral 
roll was a " misnomer ” and prayed for correction of 
the electoral roll as well as the nomination paper filed 
in the name of “ Samay Singh " , The Returning Ofi 
cer, while accepting the nomination paper filed in the 
name of Samay Singh , refused to accept the above 
contention of the petitiones and grant his prayer. 

li in contended by the petitioner that when the 
question was raised by him before the Returning 
Ollicer , he was inder a duty to accept his contention 
and order the rectification of the electoral roll as well 
is his nomination paper. For this contention , he 
placcy ruliance the proviso to Section 3314 ) which is 
as under : 


all the details appearing from serial No . 72 
to serial No . 81 that the person described 
at serial No. 76 was Madood and that only 
his name was wrongly printed as Madood 

im Ext. P - 13 the electoral roll of 1973 " . 
It was in the above circumstances that the proviso 
to sub - section (4 ) of Section 33 of the Act was ap 
plied to the facts of that case . But the fact of this 
case is materially different. In this case the materials 
before the Returning Officer were : -- 


(i) clectrol roll having no entry in the name of 

" Samar Singh son or S . B . Singh " . 
( ii ) It contained an entry in the name of 

" Samay Singh " son of S . P . Singh " which is 
not the petitioner s name. 


" Provided that the misnomer or inaccurate des 

cription or clerical technical or printing 
error in regard to the name of the candi. 
date or his proposer or any other person , 
or in regard to any place, mentioned in the 
electoral roll or the nomination paper and 
no clerical, technical or printing crror in 
regard to the electoral roll numbers of any 
such person in the electoral roll or the no 
mination paper , shall effect the full operation 
of the electoral roll or the nomination 
paper with respect to such person or place 
in any case where the description in regard 
to the name of the person or place is such 
as to be commonly understood and the re 
turning officer- shall permit any such mis 
nomer or inaccurate description or clerical, 
technical or printing error to be corrected 
and where necessary, direct that any such 
misnonier , inaccurate description clerical, 
technical or printing error in the electoral 
roll or in the nomination paper shall be 
overlooked ." 


( iii) Tlie nomination paper filed before him in 

Form 2 - A was in the name of " Samay Singh 
son of S . P . Singh " and not in the name of 

"" Sainar Singh son of S . B . Singh " , 
( iv ) the nomination paper also contained a cer 

tificate signed by the petitioner as " Samay 

Singh son of S . P . Singh . 
( v ) By this certificate , it was certified unanibi 

guously that tho name of the candidate as 
well as his father s name were correctly 

" spelt" in the nomination paper. 
Unlike the Masood s case (supra ), no ordinary man 
of average intelligence could on the above facts easily 
conclude that the name Samay Singh son of S . P . 
Singh was a misprint and a misnomer for the peti 
tioner . For such a conclusion the returning officer had 
to enter into an enquiry by permitting the petitioner 
to produce evidence in support of his claim and then 
making an assessment of that evidence . In other 
words, such a conclusion was probably not possible 
on a mere scrutiny of the electoral roll. The question 
then arises is whether the proviso to section 33 ( 4 ) 
envisages such an enquiry by the returning officer at 
the time of scrutiny of the nomination paper filed be 
fore him . 


in suppinat 
orobably 
the que 3147 


In order to decide the above contention of the 
petitioner , the effect of the above proviso on the main 
section 33( 4 ) to which it is appended will have to be 
examined . For doing so , it is necessary to advert again 
to Section 33 (4 ) already extracted above . A plain 
reading of this Section shows that it does not cnvis 
age any enquiry into questions of fact of the above 
nature at the stage of scrutiny of nomination paper . 
I do not agree with the petitioner that the decision in 
Masood s case ( supra ) has laid down any such law . 
What has been considered in that case is the scope of 
proviso to this Section 33 (4 ) in a casc where a name 
printed in an electoral roll was apparently on the face 
of the materjals before the Returning Officer a mis 
nomer. Such a mistake must be apparent that any 
ordinary man of average intelligence coul:1 have casily 
concluderl from the details appearing from the scru 
tiny of the electoral roll. In that case, the mistake 
was apparent merely on a perusal of the materials 
hefore the Returning Officer . It is evident from the 
following observations made in that casc at page 
405 : 


hinghich 
is set in the right canter 


While examining this question it will not be out of 
place to refer the well settled dictum that ordinarily 
it is foreign to the proper function of proviso to read 
it as providing something by way of an addendum os 
dealing with a subject which is foreign to the main 
section . The proviso has to operate in the same field , 
If the language of the main section is clear , it cannot 
be used for the purpose of interpreting the main sec 
tion in a manner so as to enlarge its scope or to state 
a general rule not envisaged by the main action . 
Rather at proviso is generally added to the main Sec 
tion to qualifying or to create an exception to what is 
in the main enactment. The effect of such an exccpt 
ing or qualifying proviso , according to rules of con 
struction is except out of the preceding portion 
cf the section or to qualify something enacted therein 
which but for the proviso would be within it. 

The language of the proviso to Section 33 ( 4 ) is 
plain enough and leaves no room for doubt about ils 
effect on the main section . It has not the effcct of 
enlarging the scope of main section by providing 
something by way of addendum . It is also not a quiali 


" A comparison of the two clectoral rolls whiclı 

were before the Returning Officer and were 
actually considered by him together with 
other material brought to his notice will 
show that any ordinary man of average in 
telligence could have easily concluded from 


ather that aowal have 
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fying proviso . It is of tho nature of an oxcepting pro 
viso by making a provision for enabling the returil 
ing officer to direct correction or overlooking of some 
kinds of mistakes in the electoral roll and the nomi 
nation paper which the main section declares to bo 
final for the returning officer at the time of compar 
ing a nomination paper with the electoral roll . As 
pointed out in Masood s case ( supra ) , mistakes 
which are apparent to any ordinary man of average 
intelligence would be attracted by this proviso . But 
for this proviso , the Returning Officer has no other 
power to correct it during the conduct of elections 
Section 33 is in part V of the Act, Part V deals with 
" Conduct of Elections" . The Returning Officer has to 
make use of the proviso to Section 33 (4 ) to facilitate 
the conduct or clcctions in such a manner that the 
full operation of the electoral ioll is ensured and at 
the same time, it is not affected by any "misnomer" 
or " inaccurate description " or " clerical, technical or 
printing error" in regard to name of any candidate . 
But it leaves no room for doubt that the description 
of names is such which is " commonly understood " . 
It is , therefore , evident that the function of the pro 
viso is not to empower a returuing officer to take upon 
himself the task of rectification of an electoral roll 
depending upon facts which require enquiry or in 
vestigation before it is accepted . Such an enquiry 
during the conduct of clection by a Returning Officer 
is not envisaged in the main section 33 (4 ) and the 
proviso has also not provided such an addendum to 
it . The correction envisaged in the proviso must be of 
the nature described in the Masood s case i.e , must be 
easily discernable even to an ordinary man of an 
average intelligence and the correction of which is 
warranted ex debito justifise . The word “ misnomer" 
in the proviso cannot, therefore , be given an existen 
sive interpretation as desired by thc petitioner , 

Thus the proviso relied upon by the petitioner did 
not empower the Returning Officer to permit substi 
tution of a namc in the electoral roll and the nomina 
tion paper which was not apparent on a more perusal 
of the materials before him , the materials which have 
already been enumerated of the Constitution or of 
this Act or of any rules or orders made under this 


the petitioner is left with no remedy . Firstly , this con 
tention presupposes following questions of fact : 
( i) there is no person in the village having the 

name of “ Samay Singh son of S . P . Singh " 

and 
(ii ) that the entry in this name in the electoral 

roll relates to nonc but the petitioner. 
As already pointed out above enquiries into such 
questions of fact are not within the scope of the pro 
viso to Section 33 ( 4 ) relied upon by the petitioner . 
Therefore , lic is not entitled to get the election nulli 
fied on this ground . However , even if the above facts 
are assumed for a moment, the petitioner has no claim 
in equity also because of the very nature of the law of 
elections. The nature of this law is enunciated by 
the Supreme Court in Jagan Nath Vs. Jaswant Singh 
( A . I. R . 1954 S. C . 210 at page 212 ) in the following 
words : 
" The general rule is well settled that the statu 

tory requirements of election law inust he 
strictly observed and that an election con 
test is not an action at law or a suit in 
equity but is a purely statutory procecding 
unknown to the common law and that the 

Court possesses no common law power." 
In Jyoti Basu Vs. Debi Ghosal ( A .LR . 1982 S.C . 
983 ) also the Supreme Court reiterated the above de 
cision of the Jagan Nath s case by saying at page 
986 — that : 
" An election petition is not an action at common 

law , nor in equity . It is a statutory pro 
ceeding to which neither the common law 
nor the principles of cquity apply but only 
those rules which the statute makes and ap 
plies. It is a special jurisdiction and a special 
jurisdiction has always to he exercised in 

accordance with the statute creating it." 
In fact, to jise the language of the Jyoti Basu s 
case (supra ) in election disputes , court is put in a 
straight jacket. The entire election process commenc 
ing from issuance of notification calling upon a con 
stituency to clect a member upto the final resolution 
of disputes is regulated by the Representation of tho 
People Art , 1951, different stages of the process heing 
dealt with different specific provisions of the Act. 
That being the petition , the above contention of the 
petitioner can also not be permited to sustain . 

In the result, the petitioner s nomination paper filed 
in the name of " Samay Singh son of S . P . Singh " 
cannot be held to have been wrongly accepted by the 
Returing Officer . He has rightly refused to accede to 
this prayer of the petitioner to order correction of 
the clectoral roll or the nomination paper at the stage 
when the nomination opers were hoing scrutinised 
hy him for preparing a list of contesting candidates in 
accordance with Section 38 ( 1 ) read with Rule 10 of 
the Rules . The netitioner has, therefore no cause of 
action to maintain this petition . 

The simplication of the contestino rimandent under 
Order VII Rule 11 C . P . C . is accordingly allowed and 
the election petition of the petitioner is rejected . 
Tlcre will liorever . 11C no order as to insts . 
Dated March 6 , 1986 . 

Sd . A . S. SRIVASTAVA . I 


Act." 


It is urged by the petitioner that the Returning 
Officer did not comply with the requirement of pro 
viso to Section 33 (4 ) by refusing to direct the correc 
tion of his name in the electoral roll and the nomina 
tion paper . Such a refusal to comply with the require 
ment of the proviso was a breach of statutory duty on 
the part of the Returning Officer. It has consequently 
rendered the election of respondent no . 1 void , 


As has already been discussed above , the proviso 
to Section 33 ( 4 ) has no application in this case . 
Thereforc , the Returning Officer cannot be held to 
have committed breach of any statutory duty . The 
above contention of the petitioner cannot , therefore , 
be accepted and the election of the respondent no. 1 
cannot , therefore , be declared void on this ground . 


It may no doubt be also irged in this connection 
that, in case there is no person in the village having 
the name of Samay Singh son of S . P . Singh i.e . hay 
ing the name entered in the electoral roll and that 
this entry is referable to none but the petitioner, then 
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प्रादेश 

नई दिल्ली , 7 मई , 1986 
मा . प्र . 100 -निर्माचम प्रायोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2) में यथा विनिविष्ट बिहार राज्य से लोक सभा में 
साधारण निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3) में विनिर्विष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से सुपा है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी , 
लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तपा तवधीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा तपक्षित रूप में अपने निर्वाचन 
व्ययों का लेखा समय के अंतर्गत और प्रथया अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है ; 

और उक्त माथियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर भी उपप्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण प्रपया स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा 
दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधाम हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए कोई 
पर्याप्त पारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 

प्रस्त. प्रय,निधन पायोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10क के अनुसरण में मीने की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में निनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी 
भी सदन के या किसी राज्य/ संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए प्रादेश की सारीख से तीन वर्ष की 
कामावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 

मारणी 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


क्रम संख्या निर्वाचन का विवरण 


निषिन मदमे वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम और निरर्हता का कारण 


संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की कम 

संख्या और नाम 
- --- - 


पता 
or- -- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- - - - - - 


... . ... - - - -- - - - - --- - 


. . ..... . .. .. . - - -- 


-- - -- - - - - 


8-हाजिपुर 


1 . भोक सभा का साधारण निर्वाचन 

1984 (बिहार ) 


3. बही 


1. मही 


17-ममस्तीपुर 


5 . यही 


6. वही 


7. वहीं 


42-मबाया ( म . जा . ) 


श्री फामेश्वर भगत, ग्राम मोकीमधक , मेवा वाखिल नहीं किया है । 
पो . पानापुर धर्मपुर पाना - विबुपुर, 
जिला-वैशाली, बिहार । 
श्री सुरेश राम , प्राम -लखनी , 

नही 
पो . लखनी, बाया - वियुपुर. भाए एम , 
जिला-पैशाली, बिहार । 
श्री रमाशंकर भारती, ग्राम छतवाग कपूर, यही 
पो० - गाधोपुर तिसमा , याना-महप्रा , 
जिला- वैशाली. विहार । 
श्री गन्ध साह, ग्राम पो . मोतीपुर , बही 
पामा ताजपुर जिला समस्तीपुर, बिहार । 
श्री हरिहर प्रसाद शर्मा, ग्राम मलीपुर, वही 
पारा, पो . जी . पी . ओ .- पटमा विहार । 
श्री गम भजन शर्मा, ग्राम मालती , 
पी . भगवानपुर मृश, 
जिला - समस्तीपुर बिहार । 
श्री किशुन रजक , ग्राम पढमौल , 
पी . - लौक, थाना सिरवला , 
जिला नसावा विहार । 
श्री पुना माझी, प्राम मकनपुर, 
जिला नवापा विहार । 
श्री बालवेष माली, ग्राम बेलौबार , 
रामगढ़, पो . ओरैमा, जिसा नवादा , 
बिहार । 
श्री विजय कुमार ,मु . नारायणपुओ, वली 
( दक्षिण परवाजा ) पो . बादचौरा, गया , 
बिहार । : 
मो . उसमान गमी , पो . ग्बोग कोलियरी. बही 
जिला गिरीडीम, बिहार । 
श्री टेकलाल महतो, ग्राम चितरपुर , 
पो . तोपचाची, जिला धनबाव, बिहार । 

सं . 78/बिहार - लो . स . 185] 

आवेश से 
एस . डी . प्रशाव, मवर सविण 

भारत निर्वामय मायोग 


8. वही 


१ . वही 


10. वही 


11. यही 


46-गिरिडीह 


12. यही 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


238 GI/ 86 -- 2 


462 


[PART II - Sec. 3(iii ) 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MAY 31 , 1986 / JYAISTHA 10 , 1908 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 7th May , 1986 


And whereas the said candidates have either not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice or the Election Commis 
sion , after considering the rcpresentations made by 
them , if any is satisfied that they have no good reason 
or justification for the said failure ; 


O .N . 100 .- - Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that each of the contesting candidates speci 
fied in column (4 ) of the Table below at the election 
to the House of the People held from the constituency 
specified in column ( 3 ) against his name has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses or failed 
to lodge the account within the timc and or in the 
manner, as shown in column ( 5 ) of the said Table 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 


Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table 
below to be disqualified for being chosen as , and 
for being a member of either House of the Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State Union Territory for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this order. 


TABLE 


- - - 


- 


Reason for disqualificaticii 


SI. Particulars of clection 
No. 


S . No. & Namc of thio Neme Address of the con . 
Parliamentary Constituency testing candidate 


8 — Ho zipur 


Account not lody d . 


1 . G .nara . Eluction to th : 

House of th : Popl., 
1994 - Bihar . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


17 - Samastipur 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Shri Kameshwar Bhagat , 
V ill. Mokimchek , 
P . O . Pana pur , Dharmpur , 
Thana : Bidupur, 
Distt. Vaisha 11, Bihar. 
Shri Suresh Ram , 
Vill. Lakhani, 
P . O . Lakheni, 
Distt. Vaishali , Bihar . 
Shri Rama Shankar Bhatia , 
Vill . Chitwasa Kapur, 
P . O . Madhupur Jihjm , 
Thana Makuya , 
Distt, Vaisha li, Biher. 
Shri Nond La ) Sah , 
Vill. & P . O . : Motipur , 
Thana · Tejpur, 
Distt, Samastipur, 
Bihir. 
Shri Rain Bhajan Sharma, 
Vill . Malti, 
P . O . Bhagwanpur Desuja , 
Distt. Samastipur, Bihar. 
Shri Harihar Pd . Sharma, 
Vil . Salimpur Arra , 
P . O ., G . P . O ., Patna , 
Patna, Bihar, 
Shri Kishun Rajak , 
Vill - Padmaul, 
P . O . Laundh , P . S. Sirdalla , 
Dist. Nawda, Bihar. 
Shri Purna Majhi, 
Vill. Makan Pore , 
P . S . Warsaliganj (Nawadah), 
Bihar . 
Shri Buldev Majhi, 
Vill. Bolokhar Ramgarh , 
P . O . Orania , Nawadah , 
Bihar. 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


do 


42 - Nawada (SC ) 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 
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[ भाग II --- खण्ड 

- 


( iii )] 
- - - - 


- 


- -- 


4 


5 


10 . 


Account not lodged 


General Election to __ 4 : - Nawada (SC ) 
tho House of the 
People 1984 - Bihar 


11 . 


- do 


45 . Giridih 


Shri Bijoy Kumar, 
Vill . Nirayan Chuabe , 
( Dekhin parwaja ), 

P . O . Chand Chaura , 
Gaya , Bihar. 
Md. Usman Ghani, 
P . O . Swang Colliery, 
Distt. Giridih , Bihar , 
Shri Tokla1 Mahto , 
vill. Chiterpur , 
P. O . P . S . Torch nch , 
Distt . Dhanbad , Bihar . 


- do 


[ No . 76/ BR - HP:85 ] 

By Order , 
S. D . PERSHAD . Under Secy . 


नई दिल्ली, 5 मई , 1986 
प्रा . प्र . 101. - लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम 1951 ( 1951 का 43) की धारा 21 के उपबन्धों के अनुसरण में निर्वाचन मायोग यह निदेश घेता 

है कि उसकी तारीख 15 अक्तूबर , 1984 की अधिसूचना सं . 434/पं . बं ./ 84 ( 1 ) में निम्नलिखित और संशोधन किए जाएगें, प्रति : 
उपस अधिसूचना से संलग्न सारणी के स्तम्भ 2 में 
( क ) मद सं . 13-बारासत , 14-बसीरहाट , 19 औरफपोर और 20-दमवम के सामने विद्यमान प्रविष्टि के स्पान पर "जिला मजिस्ट्रेट, उत्तर 24 परगना , 

बारासत " प्रविष्टि ; और 
( ख ) मव सं . 15-जोयनगर ( म , जा . ) 17- आयमण्ड हारवर और 18-जादवपुर के सामने विद्यमान प्रविष्टि के स्थान पर "जिला मजिस्ट्रेट बक्षिण 

24-परगमा, अलीपौर " 
प्रविष्टि रखी जाएगी । 
- - परिवर्तन 1 मार्च, 1988 से प्रभावी माने जाएगें । 

सं . 434/प . बं ./ 84 ( 1 )] 

मादेश से 
पार . पी . भल्ला , सचिव 


New Delhi, the 5th May , 1986 

Magistrate , North 24 Parganas , Barasat %3; 
O .N , 101 . - In pursuance of the 

and 

provisions of 
section 21 of the Representation of the People Act, 

( b ) for the existing entry against item Nos . 
1951 ( 43 of 1951) , the Election Commission hereby 

15 - Joynagar (SC ) , 17 -Diamond Harbour 
directs that the following further amendments shall 

and 18 -Jadavpur , the entry " District 
be made in its notification No. 434 / WB 84 (1 ) , dated 

___ Magistrate , South 24- Parganas, Alipore ". 
15th October , 1984 , namely : -~ 

shall be substituted . 
In column 2 of the table appended to the 

The above changes shall take effect from 1st March , 
said notification 

1986. 
( a ) for the existing entry against item Nos. 

INo . 434/ WB| 84 ( 1 ) ] 
13 - Barasat, 14 - Basirhat, 19 - Barrackpore 

___ By order , 
and 20 - Dum Dum, the entry " District 

R . P . BHALLÁ , Secy. 
मादेश 

मई दिल्ली, 7 मई, 1986 
मा . प्र . 102. - -निर्वाचन भायोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यया विनिर्विष्ट लोक सभा के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन , 
1984 के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट मिधिन-गोन से हुआ है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक आर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 सथा तवधीम बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपवशित रूप में अपने निर्वाधम व्ययों का लेखा 
पाखिल करने में प्रसफल रहा है , 

और उक्त प्रभ्यपियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिये जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण मही दिया है या उनके द्वारा 
दिये गये प्रभ्यावेदनों पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए कोई 
पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायौषिस्य नहीं है, 
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प्रतः प्रय , निर्वाचन पायोग उपस अधिनियम की धारा 144 के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद 
के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए इस प्रादेश की तारीख मे तीन वर्ष की 
कालावधि के लिए निहित घोषित करता है । 

सारणी 
क्रम सं . निर्वाचन की विशिष्टियां निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्रम सं . तथा निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम व पता निरर्हता का कारण 


- 


- - - 


- - 


-- - 


नाम 


+ 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - 


. . - . . 


. 


- 


- - - - - 


- - 


- 


+ marr . - - - - - 
1 . लोक सभा के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन प्रमरोहा 


1984 


38-गोरखपुर 


3. बही 


मही 


* यही 


5 अरोपटगंज ( * . जा . . 


73- गागरा 


6. नही , 


7. वही 


वही 


श्री लल्लू , ग्राम तिगड़िया मूड, निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के अंदर ब 
तहसील हसनपुर जिला मुरादाबद , अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल नहीं किया । 

( उत्तर प्रदेश ) 
श्री मखन लाल , उर्फ मखमलाल गोयल , मिर्वाषम व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा पाखिल 
शेषपुर , पोस्ट गीता प्रेस गोरखपुर ( उ . प्र ) नहीं किया । 
श्री राजपत्ति , ग्राम विश्वनाथपुर , 
पोस्ट प्रमाहिया , मिला गोरखपुर 
( उ . प्र . ) 
श्री गेवा लाल , मो , मटवा की पोखरी. नही 
पोस्ट महभारिया , मिला मिजापुर 
( उ , प्र . ) 
श्री गिरीज, ग्राम जोताना, पोस्ट कठवारी, निर्वाचन व्ययो का लेखा अपेक्षित रीति से 
जिला घागरा ( उसर प्रदेश ) 

दाखिल महीं किया । 
श्री राकेश दीक्षित, 9/ 417, मोसी कटरा , यही 
मागरा ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) 
श्री बंगालीमल अग्रवाल , 4/ 360, निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा समय के अन्दर घ 
कचेहरी घाट , मागरा ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) अपेक्षित रीसि से पाखिल नहीं किया । 
रा . राजेन्द्र प्रसाद सिंघल, मिला मैयान , वहीं 
अमता अस्पताल , मागरा ( उ . प्र . ) 
श्री राम स्वरूप , 46/ 448, मामाद मगर बही 
जगवीशपुरा , लोहा मण्डी वार्ड , पागरा , 
( उ . प्र . ) 
श्री अशोक कुमार, 144- मोहनपुरी , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा वाखिल 
मेरठ सिटी ( उ . प्र . ) 

महीं किया । 
श्री प्रश्वनी कुमार, 310 माहनाधन , 
मेरठ (उ . प्र . ) 
श्री ऋिषीराज, 1042140, मेगम बाग , वही 
मेरठ ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) . 
श्री दीप चाय , ग्राम पयालपुर, निर्वाधन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल 
पोस्ट परीक्षतगढ़, जिला मेरठ ( उ . प्र . ) महीं किया । 
श्री मरेन्द्र कुमार महेश्वरी, 

यही 
पाम खटीफपुरा , मई वस्ती, जवाहरनगर , 
मेरठ ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) 
श्री प्रेम अन्न, मोहम गम :, शिकारपुर, बही 
बुलन्दशहर, ( उ . प्र . ) 
श्री भरत लाल, ग्राम व पोस्ट सारावा , 
जिला मेरठ ( उ . प्र . ) 
श्री महेश चन्द्र , 829, ब्रह्मपुरी, मठ, बही 


8. मही 


10. यही 


11. पही 


वही 


12. यही 


13. यही 


14. पही 


15. बही 


16. बाही 


17. 


हो 


18. पही 


10. वही 


मी बाहिर , 411, भो . म्यापारीयान , 
पोस्ट किधौर , जिला मेरठ (उ . प्र . ) 
श्री विजयपाल सिह सागर, 151, 
औरंग माहपुर धिग्गी, पोस्ट मेडिकल कालेज , 
मेरठ ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) 


बही 


( 99 IL 


( iii )] 
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w 


er 


पही 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


ILLU 


1 2 
20. qỆT 

श्री विशन स्वरूप सिंह सुराहा, 9 6, वही 

GUATTC, TE to, # 28 (3 . 5 . ) 
21. 

ift . 4 . raf, 402,goga , यही 

at, ( 3 , . ) 
- - - -- - - - - 

[# 76 /7 . 1 . - 7. . 186 ( s ) ] 

TOHTÀ, 

gr . it . R , afera , 
ORDER 

Nov Delhi, 7th Miy , 1936 
0 , N , 102: — Whereas the E oction Conunigion is stntisfi. d ihut bach of tac contesting candidates sprifoc! 
in column (4 ) of th : Table b . low at the General Iction to the Lok Sabh , 1984 as specificd in column (2 ) held fic m tlu consti 
tu ;ncy spycit :d in column (3 ) aguinst his nam : has fojled to lodge the account of his election expens . s shown in Column 
(5 ) of the said Tubls ,as required by th Rpres,ntation of th : Pooplu Act , 1951 and the Rul. s made thereundur ; 

A1: , Wavie24, th : said candidatos have cither not furnished any rason or explanation for the said fi illi cven 
aliotu notie ; of th : Election Commission or after considering the riprenutations made by them , if any , is satisfied that they 
hrv : no good rulson or justification for the said failure ; 

Now , Threfor :, in pursuanc , of soction 10A of the said Act , thu Election Coniniission hereby declares tu prsons 
5p cilid in colu : 11 (4 ) of th : Tabl : b . low to be disqualified for being chosen as , and for beings pk mber of cither House of 
012 : Pislilin nt or of th : Lgislative Assembly or Ligislativa Council of a Stato for a period of 3 years from the date of this c er. 

TABLE 
Sl. Particulars of Bl_ ction SI. No. & Nam : of Name kind address of the Reason of disqualification . 
No. 

Constituincy 

Contesting Candidate . 
3 

- - - - - - - - 
I. Gnral El:ction to Lok 6 - Amroha 

Shri Lallu , 

Failed to lodge the account with 
Sabha , 1984 . 

Vill . Tigria Bhud , 

in time and in the manncrs . 
Tuh . Hasanpur , 

Distt. Moradabad , (U . P.) 
.. - do 

38 - - Gorakhpur Shri Makhan Lal 

Failed to lodge sny account of 
alias Makhan Lal Gool, 

cliction expenggs . 
Shushpur , Post Gita Press , 

Gorakhpur (U . P .) 
-Jo Shri Rajpati, 

-do 
Vill. Vishwanathpur, 
Post Amhia , 

Dist . Gorakhpur , (U . P .) 
53 - Raburtsganj (SC ) Shri Gunda Lal, 

- 0 
Moh . Bhatwa Ki Pokhri, 
Post Mahueriya 

Dist Mirzapur (U . P .) 
73 – Agra Shri Giraj, 

Failed to lodge the account in 
Vill. Jastana , 

the manner. 
Post. Kathwari, 

Dist. Agra ( U .P .) 
- do 

Shri Rakesh Dixit , 
9 /417 , Moti Katra , 
Agra , ( U . P .) 
Shri Bongalima ] Aggarwal, Failed to lodg : th , account within 
4 /360, Kachehri Ghat, 

in time and in thc manner . 
Agra , ( U . P .) 
-do Dr. Rajendra Prasad Singhal, 

- do 
Tila Maithan , 
Janita Hospital, 

Agra , (U .P .) 
- do Shri Ram Swaroop . 

-do 
46 /448 , Azad Nugar, 
Jagdishpura , Loha Mandi, 
Ward , Agra , (U .P .) 


- do 


-do 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 
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10. Goneral Election to Lok 

Sabha, 1984 . 


80 - Meerut 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


80 - Meerut 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Shri Ashok Kumar 

Failed to lodge an account of 
144 , Mohaipurl , 

election expenses . 
Meerut City, ( U . P.) 
Shri AshwaniKumar, 

- do 
310. Shahnathan , 

M : crut ( U . P. ) 
Shri Rishi Raj, 

- do 
1042/ 49 , Begun Bagh, 
Meerut , ( U . P.) 
Shri Deep Chand, 

Failed to lodge an account of 
Vill. Dayalpur, 

election expenses. 
Post, Parikshat Garh, 
Distt . Meerut , ( U . P.) 
Shri Narendra Kumar Maheshwari, 

___ - do 
Vill . Khatikpura , 
Now Bişti, Jawahar Nagar, 

Dist. Meerut , ( U . P.) 
Shri Prem Chand , 
Mohall Gali, 
Shikarpur , 
Bulandshchr ( U . P. ) 
Shri Bharat Lal, 
Vill. Post Sarawa , 
Dist. Meerut ( U . P. ) 
Shri Mahesh Chandra , 
829, Brahmpuri, 
Dist. Movrut (U . P .) 
Shri Wahid , 
44 , Moh. Vyapariyan , 
Post Kithor, 
Dist. Meerut ( U. P.) 
Shri vijaypal Singh Sagar , 
151, Aurangshahpur Diggi, 
Post Medical College, 
Meerut ( U . P .) 
Shri Vishan Swaroop Singh 
Turaha , 
96 , Jai Nagar, Garh Road , 
Mecrut ( U . P .) 
Shri C . P. Sharma , 
40 , Subhashpuri, 
Kankar Khera, 
Meerut ( U . P.) 

[ No . 76/ UP- HP/ 85 (5) ] 

By Order 
S . C . JAIN, Secy . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


मई दिल्ली, 7 मई, 1986 

मावेश 
प्रा . प्र . 103. --निर्वाचन प्रायोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीने की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यया विनिर्दिष्ट उड़ीसा राज्य से लोक सभा के 
निर्वाचन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) मैं उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक 
प्रतिनिधिस्व अधिनियम, 1951 तथा तीन मनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपदशित रूप में प्रतने निर्वाचन उपयों का 
लेखा समय के अन्तर्गत और अथवा अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है, 

मौर उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचमा दिए जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण प्रथया स्पष्टीकरण महीं दिया है या उनके 
द्वारा दिए गए अम्पायवनों पर, यदि को हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन प्रायोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए 
कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 


[ माग II - - आप 3 ( iii ) ] 
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प्रतः प्रब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10-क के अनुगरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में विनिर्विष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के 
किमी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य/ संघराज्य क्षेत्र को विधान सभा अपवा विधान परिषद् के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए प्रदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष 
की कालावधि के लिए निरहित पोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


क्रम संख्या निर्वाचन का विवरण 


संसदीय निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की कम 

संख्या और नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम और निरईना का कारण 
पता 


- 


- - - - 


- - 


____ 1 


2 


5 


लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया है 


1. लोक सभा के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन, 17 सम्बलपुर 

1984 
( उड़ीसा राज्य से ) 


2. वही 


वही 


श्री अम्बिका चरन पार्मा 
पो , बारगढ 
जिलासम्बलपुर 
उड़ीसा 
श्री भास्कर बरिहा 
पो . कनकपीरा 
जिला सम्बलपुर 
उड़ीसा 
श्री बिशन सेन 
पो . तालबेर 
जिला धेनकानल 
उड़ीसा 


लेखा विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति में दाखिल 
नहीं किया है । 


3. वष्ठी 


18 देवगन 


लेखा दाखिल नहीं किया है । 


[ सं . 76/ उड़ीसा ला . से . / 85 )] 

प्रादेश से , 
एस . डी . प्रशाप , अपर सचिव 


ORDERS 

And whereas the said candidates have either not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the said 

failure even after due notice or the Election Commis 
O . N. 103. - Whercas the Election Commission is sion , after considering the representations made by 

them , if any is satisfied that they have no good reason 
satisfied that each of the contesting candidates speci 
fied in column ( 4 ) of the Table below at the election 

or justification for the said failure ; 
to the House of the People as specified in column 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 
( 2 ) and held from the constituency specificd in colupın 

the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
( 3 ) against his name has failed to lodge an account 

the persons specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table 
of his clection cxpenses or failed to lodge the account 

below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
within the time and or in the manner, as shown in for being a member of either House of the Parliament 
column ( 5 ) of the said Table as required by the 

or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 

of a State Union Territory for a period of 3 years 
made thereunder ; 

from the date of this order . 
TABLE 


- - 


- 


- 


Si. 
No. 


Particulars of election 


SI. No . & Name of 

Name & Address of the 
Parliamentary Constituency Contesting Candidate 


Roason for disqualification 


12 


3 


4 


1. General Election to the 17 - Sambalpur 

House of Peopl: , 1984. 


Failed to lodge any account. 


- do 


- do 


Shri Ambika Charan Sharma , 
At/ P . O . Bargarh , 
Dist . Sambalpur, Orissa , 
Shri Bhaskar Biriha , 
At/ P . O . Kanakbira , 
Dist. Sambalpur , Orissa . 
Shri Bishnu Sen , 

At/ P . . Talchor , 
Dist. Dhenkanal, Orissa , 


Failed to lodge Account in the 

me nner required by law. 


- do 


18 - Deogarh 


Failed to lodge any account. 


[ No. 76/ OR - HP/ 85] 
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मावेश 
भा . प्र . 104. –निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यचा विनिविष्ट उड़ीसा राज्य से विधान सभा 
पिचिन के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र में समा है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके मा मने विनिविष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोमा 
प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम, 1951 तयाँ तबीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा उपवशित रूप में अपने निर्वाचन प्रमों का 
लेखा समय के अन्तर्गस और मथवा अपेक्षित रीति से पाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 

और उमत प्रम्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारग अथवा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा 
दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात् निर्वाचन आयोग का यह गमाघान हो गा है कि उनके पास उक्त माकपसा के लिए कोई 
पर्याप्त कारण या यायोचिस्य नहीं है . 

प्रत . अब, निर्वाचन आयोग उमस अधिनियम की धारा 10 क के अनुसरग में नीचे की गारणी के सम्म ( 4 ) में विनिविष्ट व्यक्तियों को नगर के 
किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य /संघराग्य क्षेत्र की विधान ममा प्रयवा विधान परिषद् के सदस्य चुने आने और होने के लिए पायेग की नारीध मे मीन 
वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


कम संख्या निर्वाचन का विवरण 


निराईता का कारण 


विधान सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्रको निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का नाम और 
क्रम संख्या और नाम 


- 


1. उड़ीसा विधान सभा के लिए साधारण 31 -जाटनी 
निर्वाचन, 1985 


मिसिन व्यय लेखा विधि द्वारा प्रशि 
रीप्ति में दाखिल नहीं किया है । 


2. 


बही 


निर्वाचन व्यय लेखा पाखिल नहीं किया है । 


82- रायागाहा 
( अ . ज . जा . ) 


112 -सेनापुर ( अ . जा . ) 


श्री रघुवीर यादव 
3 पार , 146, 
यूनिट 9, 
भुवनेश्वर 7, 
उड़ीसा 
श्री हिमीरीका पवमावरन 
ग्राम विलोमिसुगमा 
पो . संतासेंशीखाल 
थाना रायागाका 
मिला कोरापुर ( उड़ीसा ) 
श्री सदानन्दा महानन्दा , 
पो . विसीमुम्हा 
जिला बोलंगीर. ( उड़ीसा ) 
श्री लक्ष्मी प्रसाद बहेरा 
पो . सोनेपुर 
जिला मोलंगीर ( उड़ीसा ) 
श्री महाकु माग, 
रंगाफाप्तामण्डा 
कामासारों 
जला बोसंगीर ( उड़ीसा ) 
श्री प्रनिमिना बारिक 
गाटेसरोबारपारा 
पो , बालांगीर 
जिला बोलंगीर ( उड़ीसा ) 
थो गोलकजीना 
गांव कनियारी 
पो . प्रेमका 
जिला क्योंझार 
उड़ीसा 


निर्वाचन व्यय लेखा विधि द्वारा प्रणेजिन 
रीति में वाखिल नहीं किया है । 


वही 


यही 


निर्वाचन व्यय लेखा माखिल नहीं किया है । 


147 - आनन्दपुर 
( अ . जा . ) 


- 


- - - 


- 


[ सं . 76/उड़ीसा वि . स . / 35 ] 
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- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice or the Election Commis 
sion , after considering the representations made by 
them , if any is satisfied that they have no good reason 
or justification for the said failure ; 


ORDER 
O .N . 104 . -Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that each of the contesting candidates speci 
ficd in column ( 4 ) of the Table below at the elcction 
to the Legislative Assembly as specified in column 
( 2 ) and held from the constituency specified in column 
( 3 ) against his name has failed to lodge an account 
cf his election expenses or failed to lodge the account 
within the time and or in the manner, as shown in 
column (5 ) of the said Table as required by the 
representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder; 


Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column ( 4 ) of iho Tablo 
below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of the Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State Union Territory for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this order. 


And whereas the said candidates have either not 


Si. 
No. 


Particulars of election 


S .No . 


TAB : E 
Name of Assombly Nim ? 
Constituency Contesting candidates 


Reason for disqualification 


1 


1. Gon : ral Election to th : 

Lcgislative Ascombly , 1935 . 


5 
Failed to lodge fcccunt in the 

manoer riquired by law . 


51. Jatni 


-do 


82 . Royagida (ST) 


Falled to lodge Any Eccount. 


-do 


112 . Soa:pur (SC ) 


- do 


-do 


-do 


Fall d to lodgc eccount in tho 
manner requird by law . 


Shri Raghuvcor Yoday, 
3 R . 146 , Unit- 9, 
Bubaneswar -7, 
Orissa . 
Shri Hinirika padmucharan , 
yill , Khllimiguguda , 
P . O . Santzscshihhel, 
P.S . R y. g ?da, 
Dist: Koraçit !Orissa ) . 
Shri Sadananda Mahananda 
At/ P . O . Bijimunde , 
Di t. Bolangir (Orissa ). 
Shri L ? xmi Prasad Bha, 
Al/ P . 0 . Son prir, 
Dist, B luogir (Orlssa ) 
Shri Mah ku Neg , 
AtR 178 fatamunda , 
H .O . K mara , 
Dist, D lingir (Orissa ) 
Shri Abhimjnu Barik , 
Ort , Sarobarpara , 
At/ P . O . B lingir , 
Dist. B ) [21.gir (Or1394 ). 
Shri Gol k Jona , 
Vill. K nari , 
P . O . Dhinka , 
Dist . Kaonjhar, 
Orissa . 


- do . 


- do 


- do 


-do- ) 


- do 


-do 


do 


147. Anandpur (SC ) 


Fall. d to lodge any ecoount. 


(No. 76 /CR -LA /85 ) 

By ord , s, 
S . D . PERSHAD , Under Secy . 


भादेश 


मा . आ . 105. —निर्वाचन प्रायोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के हलम ( 2 ) में यथा पिलिष्ट विधान समा के निर्वाचन के लिए 
RTEH ( 3 ) Å Farafare part 

, FIFA ( 4 ) # 31 # 777. fTifaTa fr7f77 57 TT RIS arti, tra sfaffe afa 
for44, 1951 RT An Till me fauft IT stafeta ver Arruit it fits ( 5 ) i far gifta 497 fara a7 ml a . 
854 Tat; 

और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने गम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए पा तो कोई कारण अथा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा 
दिए गए कम्दावेदनों पर , यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया कि उनके पास उक्त प्रसफलता के लिए कोई 
पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नही है । 
238 G1/863 
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मत. प्रव , निर्वाचन पायोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 क के मनाएग में नो को सारगो के सम्म ( 4) में विलपिष्ट व्यकियों को संसद के 
किसी भी सपन के या किसी राज्य की विधान समा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने बोर होने के लिए इस प्रादेश को बारीख से तीन वर्ष की 
फालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 

सारणी 


- 


मस, निर्वाचन का विवरण 


विधान सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्रको 

क्रम सं . मीर नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले सम्पपी का नाम व पता निर्शता का कारण 


1. महाराष्ट्र विधान सभा का साधारण 18 बालापुर 
निर्वाचन , 1985 


29 धिवारी 


यो शेलार किसने गमपत , 

निर्वावन पो फा को भो लेनादात 
स्थान हाफपर खोपोली, 

करने में प्रसफल रहे । 
मालुस खालापुर, 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्रीमती रेखा पी . 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से व्ययों का लेखा 
गोटमारे , 

पाखिल नहीं किया । 
51/ 42 श्री . री . मे . 
पाल, वोरली बम्बई 400018 
श्री प्रेम प्रकाश मानन्दस्वरूप उर्फ राजा शर्मा, निर्वाचन पर्यों का कोई भी लेखा 
45 गोपाल भवन , 

वाखिल करने में असफल रहे । 
एम . बी . रोड, मलाव 
( उल्यु ) बम्बई 400064 


43 मलाव 


49कुर्ला 


65 - शाहपुर 
( म . ज . पा . ) 


विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित समय के प्रम्बर और 

रीति से निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा 
पाखिल नहीं किया । 


93 - चोपदा 


निर्वाचन मयों का कोई भी नेता पाखिल 

फरने में असफल ए । 


132 - काम्पटी 


विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से निर्वाचन 

प्पयों का लेखा पाखिल नहीं किया । 


श्री छावा रमणिफ भीमशी , 
राम मारुती जोशी चाल , 
प्रसलफा घाट कोपार, 
बम्बई 4000084 
श्री जाधम बाप्रकान्त लाहु 
स्थाम और डाकघर 
कासरा, हालुरू शाहपुर, 
जिला ठाणे ( महाराष्ट्र ) 

श्री मानतो विनर वागाई, 
पाटिल गाधि , 
स्थान , गावर और 
सालुरु चोपदा (महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री काशीनाथजी , 
गणपारा पाटिल , 
महादुला (कोरावी परमल ) 
सानुक कम्पटी ( महाराष्ट्र ) 
थी परन शंकरराव 
महादेवराम , 
स्थान बनहाली ( फेडी ) 
डाकघर विगरास ( बो बेड़ ) 
सालुस काटोल, 
जिला नागपुर ( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री खाखरवाडे तुकाराम 
सखाराम , 
हनुमान नगर तुमसर, 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री उपाराधे जयराम दानदु , 
स्थान खामारी बी ., 
डाकघर धारयो, तहसील 
मोहादो जिला मण्डारा 
( महाग ) 


139 - कटोल 


निर्वाषन व्ययों का कोई भी मेवा गाषिष 

करने में प्रसफल । 


142 - तुमसर 


143 - महारा 


भाग II - - 
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%3D 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


12 


3 


-- -.. 


159- --मद्रावती 


11 महाराष्ट्र विधान सभा का साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1985 


- . - - - .- ..-. - 
श्री यमुनावास बछानी, 
राम मंदिर बार्ग, 
वरोरा तहसील , जिला 
में गन्द्रापुर ( महाराष्ट्र ) 


. .. - . ..... . . - - - 

निर्वाचन , व्यपों का कोई भी लेक पाधिल 
करने में असफल रहे । 


160 - बानी 


164 - - परमहा 


165 -दिगरस 


एडवोकेट बास्केरमेश जिलजी , 
स्थान और डाकपर, 
तालुक बानी , ( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री अभयदपली उर्फ नीलू मामू 
यवतमाल (वाई में . 24 ) 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री बनखडे चन्द्रमान मम्बावान , 
यवतमाल (वार्ड नं . 4 बांगर 
नगर) (महाराष्ट्र ) 
भी सोनोने उदेभान जी सानाजी , 
स्थान और डाकघर सातेफल , 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री जाधो भीमराव लिम्माजी , 
स्थान माहियोरा, 
डाकषर कोंगरी, तालुक 
विगरस , जिला यवतमाल 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री पांडे श्रीराम मुनाजी , 
आकषर और तालुक दिगरस , 
जिला यवतमाल , 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 
श्री बाबूराव देवराव वाले , 
स्थान और डाकपर, 
तनवाडी तालुक मनोरा , 
मला अकोला , 
( महाराष्ट्र ) 


17. 


18. 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - . 


- 


- - - 


- 


- . 


[ सं . 76/महा .} 85( वि . स . )] 

प्रादेश से , 
पलवन्त सिंह, अपर सचिव , 


ORDER 


the saior explanine 
Elections 
made som 


O. N. 105 .--- Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that each of the contesting candidates speci 
fied in column ( 4 ) of tho Table below at the election 
to the Legislative Assembly as specified in column ( 2 ) 
and held from the constituency specificd in column 
( 3 ) against his name has failed to lodge an account 
of his clection expenses as shown in column (5 ) of 
the said Table as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 
238 G1/ 86 -~ 4 . 


And whereas the said candidates have either not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice of the Election Commis 
sion , after considering the representations made by 

them , if any is satisfied that they have no good reason 
. or justification for the said failure ; 

___ Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column ( 4 ) of the Table 
below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of the Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of 
. this order, 


- 


- 


. 


-do 


law . 
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, TABLE 
SI. Particulars of clection 

Naino & address of the 

Reason for disqualificatiesi 
No. agsombly constituency contesting candidate 

4 
1 . Gingra | Bl. ction to the 18 -Khalapur 

Shri Shuler Kijan Ganapat , Failed to lodgc any account of 
Mihirashtra L : gislative 

At Post Khopoli, 

election expenses . 
Assembly , 1985. 

Taluka Khalapur , 

Maharashtra . 
27- Shivadi Smt. Rsbha P . Gotmars , 

Failed to lodge any account of 
1 /4 " , B . D . D . Chawl, 

cxpenses in the manner re 
Worli, Bombay-400 018 . 

quired by law . 
- do 43 -Malad Shri 

Proir prakash Anandswaroop Failed to lodgc any account of 
Ali s Raja Sharma, 

election expens, s. 
45 , Gopal Bhuvan , S . V . Road , 

Malad ( W ) , Bomboy - 400 064 . 
- do 47-Kurla Shri Chhadw3 Ramnik 

- do 
Bhimishi, 
Ram Maruti Joshi 
Chawl, Asulfa , 
Ghrtkopar, 

Bombay- 400 844 . 
5. -do 

65-Shahapur (ST ) Shri Jadhav Chandrakant Failed to lodg: any account of clec 
Leku , 

ticn cxp ;nscs within the timo 
At & Post Kiara , 

And in th , manner required by 
Taluha Shahpur , 
District Than , 

(Maharashtra ) . 
-do 73 -Chopia 

Shri salunh : Chiman Dagadu Failed to lodge any account of 
Patil Gadhi, 

election cxp _necs . 
At, Post & Taluha Chopda, 

(Maharashtra ) . 
- do 132-Kamptce Shri Kashinathji , 

Failed to lodge any account of 
Gºng trào Pn til , 

cl_ ction cap - nses in themanner 
Mhidula (Koradi Thurmal) , required by law . 
T - luka Kampt. c , 

(Maharashtra ). 
-do 137 -Kato Shri Chavan Shankarrao 

Paild to lodge any account of 
Mahadeargo , 

election cxpenscs . 
At Wandali (Kd)., 
Pyst Digras (Bz). Tahsil Katol, 
District Nagpur , 

( M : harashtra ). 
9 . -do 

142- Tumgar 

Shri Sakharwadi 

Tukeram Sakherani, 
Hnuman Nagar, Tumsar , 

(Maharashtra ). 
- do 143- Bhandara 

Shri Upgrad , Jayaram Dandu , 
At Khamari, B . , Post Warthi, 
Tahsil Mohadi, 
District Bhandara , 

(Maharashtra ). 
- do 157 -Bhadrawati 

Shri Jamunadas yuchhari, 
Ram Manjir Ward , Warora 

Tahsil, District Chandrapur 

(Maharashtri ) . 
-do , 160- Wani 

Adv, BalkiRamesh Zitruji, 
At & Post , T ! luka Wani, 

(Méharashtra ). 
-do 164-Drwha 

Shiri Andall Aljaa Neelo Bbco , 
Ylv " ml(Wird No. 24 ) 
(M harashtra ). 
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2 


5 


164-Darwha 


14 . General Election to the 
Maharashtra Legislativo 

Assembly , 1985 . 


Jailed to lodge any account of 

election expenses . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


165. Digras 


- do 


Shri Wankha de Chandrabhan 
Ambadas, 
Yavatmal (Ward No . 4 
Pangas Nagar) . 
(Maharashtra ). 
Shri Sonone Udcbhanji Tanaji , 
At and Post Satofal, 
(Maharashtra ) . 
Shri Jadhao Bhimrao Limbali , 
AtMelhiora , 
Post Kondari, Taluka Digras , 
District Yavatmal, 
(Maharashtra ). 
Shri Pande Shriram Gunaji, 
At Fost and Taluka Digras , 
District Yavatmal, 
(M harashtra ) . 
Shri Biburao Deorao Dawale , 
Ataud PutRatanwadi , 
Taluka Mapora , 
District Akola , 
(Mabarg shtra ). 


- do 


-do 


( No. 76/MT/85 (LA )] 

By order, 
RALWANI SINGH , Under Scoy . 
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